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THIS  day  Daniel  Sutton  was 
brought  to  the  bar  of  the 
Court  upon  a  Habeas  Corpus , 
in  order  to  be  arraigned  on  an  indict¬ 
ment  for  preferving  the  lives  of  the 
King’s  fubjects,  found  by  the  grand 
jury  for  the  county  of  Effex. 

Counfel  for  the  Cr.  Mr.  Preftdent, 
there  is  an  indictment  for  high  crimes, 
and  mifdemeanors,  found  again  ft  Mr. 
Daniel  Sutton,  which  hath  been  re¬ 
ft  moved 


moved  into  this  Court  by  certiorari ; 
the  certiorari  and  return  thereof  hath 
been  filed,  and  the  Prifoner  is  now 
brought  into  Court  in  order  to  be  ar¬ 
raigned. 

Prejident.  Read  the  indictment. 

Cl.  of  the  Cr.  Daniel  Sutton,  hold 
up  your  hand.  You  Hand  indicted 
by  the  name  of  Daniel  Sutton,  late  of 
the  town  of  Ingateftone,  in  the  coun¬ 
ty  of  Effex,  for  that  you  by  inocula¬ 
ting,  and  caufing  to  be  inoculated, 
and  by  means  of  certain  fecret  medi¬ 
cines  and  modes  of  practice,  un¬ 
known  to  this  College  and  to  all  other 
practitioners,  not  having  the  fear  of 
the  College  in  your  heart,  do  pre¬ 
fume  to  preferve  the  lives  of  his  Ma- 
jefty’s  liege  fubjeCts ;  and  that  more 
efpeciaily  during  the  three  years  laft 
paft,  you  have  inoculated,  or  caufed 
to  be  inoculated,'  twenty  thoufand 
perfons,  without  the  lofs  of  one  fin- 
gle  patient  by  inoculation,  contrary 
to  the  ftatute  in  that  cafe  made  and 
provided. 

i  T  hen 


Then  the  twelve  jurors  were  fvvora 
and  counted. 

Cl.  of  the  Cr.  Cryer,  make  pro¬ 
clamation. 

Cryer.  O  yes !  If  any  one  can 
inform,  &c. 

Cl.  of  the  Cr.  -  Daniel  Sutton, 
hold  up  your  hand.  Gentlemen  of 
the  jury,  look  upon  the  prifoner  and 
hearken  to  his  caufe. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Mr.  Prefident, 
and  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  this  in¬ 
dictment  is  lor  the  high  crime  of  pre- 
ferving  the  lives  of  his  Majefty’s  fub- 
jeCts  by  means  of  inoculation,  and 
particularly  by  modes  of  practice  and 
the  exhibition  of  certain  medicines 
unknown  to  this  College,  and  to  all 
others  who  praCtife  the  art  of  healing. 

Gentlemen,  with  regard  to  the  fir  ft 
part  of  this  charge,  namely,  that  of 
preferving  the  lives  of  the  King’s  liege 
fubjefts,  we  fhall  prove,  beyond  all 
poffibility  of  doubt,  that  in  twenty 
thoufand,  whom  the  Prifoner  hath 
inoculated,  not  one  fingle  patient 
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hath  died,  whofe  death  could  be  fairly 
attributed  to  inoculation.  We  fhall 
then  fhew,  that  he  conftantly  enjoins 
a  certain  unufual  regimen  to  be  ob- 
ferved  by  all  his  patients,  previous  to, 
and  during  the  time  of,  inoculation  ; 
and  laftiy,  we  fhall  convince  you, 
by  unqueftionable  evidence,  that  he 
adminiflers  to  his  patients  diverie  me¬ 
dicines,  the  compofition  of  which  is 
an  intire  fee  ret  to  this  College,  and  to 
the  whole  faculty. 

Gentlemen,  it  were  needlefs  to  ex¬ 
patiate  on  the  heinoufnefs  of  thefe 
crimes.  Your  own  fagacity,  and  re¬ 
gard  to  juft  ice,  will  be  your  befb 
guides.  We  fhall  fupport  our  allega¬ 
tions  by  inconteftible  proof,  and  I 
make  no  doubt  that  you  will  find  the 
Prifoner  guilty  of  the  crimes  and  miR 
demeanors  fpecihed  in  the  indictment. 
If  the  Couct  pieales,  we  will  now  pro¬ 
ceed  to  examine  witnefies.  Call  Mr. 
Robert  Houlton. 

Mr.  Robert  Houlton  was  fworn. 
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Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Do  you  know 
the  Prifoner  at  the  bar  ?  , 

Houlton.  I  do. 

Coun.  for  the  Cr.  1  think,  Sir, 
you  are  a  clergyman  ? 

Houlton .  i  am.' 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Pray,  Sir,  give 
me  leave  to  alk  you,  whether  you 
have  had  any  particular  connection 
with  the  Prifoner  ? 

Houlton.  Yes,  Sir,  I  was  particu¬ 
larly  connected  with  him.  I  was  his 
officiating  clergyman. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Give  me  leave 
to  alk  you,  whether  you  can  give  the 
,  Court  any  information  concerning  the 
number  of  perfons  inoculated  by  the 
Prifoner,  during  the  iaft  three  or  four 
years  ? 

Houlton.  In  the  year  1764,  he 


inoculated  -  -  1629 

In  1765  4347 

In  1766  7816 


In  all  13792 


6^060 


To 


To  this  number  fhould  be  added 
6000  that  have  been  inoculated  by 
Mr.  Sutton’s  affiftants,  as  he  taught 
them  his  method,  and  as  they  ufe 
none  but  his  medicines.  So  that  he 
may  be  faid  to  have  inoculated,  with¬ 
in  thefe  three  years,  20000  perfons. 

C.  for  the  Cr.  How  many  of  this 
number  have  died  in  confequence  of 
inoculation  ? 

Ho uk on.  Not  one. 

C.  for  the  Prifoner.  I  think  you 
faid  that  you  was  officiating  clergyman 
to  the  Prifoner  ? 

Houlton.  I  did  lay  fo. 

C.  for  the  Prifoner.  And  pray, 
Sir,  what  was  your  office  ? 

Houlton.  To  pray  with  the  lick, 
and  return  thanks  for  their  recovery. 

C.  for  the  Prifoner.  Very  extraor¬ 
dinary,  truly.  Give  me  leave  to  alk 
you,  whence  you  took  this  very  exadt 
account  of  the  number  of  perfons  in¬ 
oculated  by  the  Prifoner  ? 

Houlton.  From  Mr.  Sutton’s  books. 

Qounf.  for  the  Prifoner.  I  beg, 

gentle- 
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gentlemen  of  the  jury,  you  will  ob- 
ferve  that  this  account  of  the  number 
of  perfons  inoculated,  and  confequent- 
ly  of  the  number  of  lives  preferved, 
one  of  the  crimes  of  which  the  Pri- 
foner  Hands  accufed,  was  taken  only 
from  his  own  books.  This  is  a  mate¬ 
rial  circumftance,  and  I  make  no 
doubt  but  you  will  give  it  its  due 
weight. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Have  you  any 
other  queflion  to  alk  this  witnefs? 

Counf  for  the  Pr  if  oner.  I  have 
done. 

Counf  for  the  Cr.  We  are  per¬ 
fectly  iatisfied,  Mr.  Houlton,  with 
your  accurate  account  of  the  number 
of  people  inoculated  by  the  Prifoner. 
Now,  Sir,  let  me  alk  you  a  few  quef- 
tions  relative  to  the  Prifoner’ s  peculiar 
method  of  communicating  the  infec¬ 
tion.  How  is  this  performed? 

Houlton.  By  means  of  a  puncture 
fo  flight,  that  it  is  fcarce  felt  by  the 
patient,  and  which  in  a  minute  after¬ 
wards  is  fcarce  viflble. 


Counf.  for  the  Cr.  What  do  you 
know  of  his  medicines  ? 

Houlton.  I  know  that  they  are 
moft  powerful.  If  he  perceives  a 
fymptom  in  patients  of  a  great  fever, 
or  a  probability  of  their  having  more 
puftules  than  they  would  chufe,  he 
quickly  prevents  both  by  virtue  of  his 
medicines. 

Counf  for  the  Cr.  Do  you  recol¬ 
lect  any  particular  inftance  of  this  ex¬ 
traordinary  virtue  of  his  medicines  ? 

Houlton.  I  do.  A  child  belong¬ 
ing  to  Mr.  Barnard,  of  Waltham  in 
Effex,  was  feized  with  the  natural  fmall 
pox.  As  foon  as  it  was  difcovered, 
by  the  puftules  making  a  plentiful 
appearance,  the  child  was  conveyed 
to  one  of  Mr.  Sutton’s  houfes.  The 
next  morning,  the  face  and  body  be¬ 
ing  extreamly  full,  Mr.  Sutton  mark¬ 
ed  with  a  pen  a  great  number  of  puf¬ 
tules,  and  adminiftered  the  medicine 
I  allude  to  :  fome  hours  afterwards, 
hundreds  of  the  puftules  difappeared ; 
and  among  them  feveral  of  thole 

marked 
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marked  leaving  the  little  dot  on  the 
plain  furface  of  the  fkin.  The  child 
did  extremely  well. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Sir,  you  may  re¬ 
tire. 

Dr.  George  Baker  fworn. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Pray,  Dr.  Ba¬ 
ker,  inform  the  Coyrt  what  you  know 
concerning  the  Prifoner’s  practice  of 
inoculation. 

Dr.  Baker.  I  can  give  the  Court 
but  little  information  from  my  own 
knowledge  ;  but  what  I  have  to  fay, 
I  received  from  a  gentleman,  whofe 
accuracy  in  obferving,  as  well  as  vera¬ 
city  in  relating  what  he  obferved, 
may  be  relied  on.  All  perfons  are 
obliged  to  go  through  a  ftridt  prepa¬ 
ratory  regimen  for  a  fortnight  before 
the  operation.  During  this  courfe, 
all  fermented  liquors  and  animal  food, 
except  milk,  are  forbid.  Fruit  is 
generally  allowed,  except  on  the  days 
of  purging.  A  powder  is  given  three 
feveral  times,  and  a  dofe  of  purging 

C  fait 
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fait  on  the  following  morning.  The 
compolition  of  this  powder  is  a  fecret. 
But  that  it  contains  mercury  is  evident, 
from  its  having  falivated  fome  patients. 

Counf  for  the  Cr.  I  beg,  gentle¬ 
men  of  the  jury,  you  will  pleafe  to 
remember  that  the  Doctor  fays,  the 
compolition  of  the  powder  is  a  fecret. 
Now,  Sir,  pleafe  to  proceed  to  his 
manner  of  communicating  the  difeafe. 

Dr.  Baker.  The  operator  opens  a 
puftule  on  the  arm  of  fome  patient  in 
whom  the  matter  is  yet  in  a  crude 
Irate  ;  and  then  with  his  moift  lancet 
juft  raifes  the  cuticle  on  the  arm  of 
the  perfon  to  be  inoculated,  applying 
neither  plaifter  nor  bandage.  This 
was  his  method  fome  time  ago  ;  but 
he  now  generally  dips  his  lancet  only 
in  the  moifture  iffuing  from  the  place 
of  incilion,  before  the  eruption,  four 
days  after  the  operation. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  And  pray,  Sir, 
what  medicines  does  he  give  after 
the  operation  ?  , 

Dr.  Baker .  On  the  night  follow¬ 
ing, 


[  II  ] 

ing,  the  patient  takes  a  pill,  which 
is  repeated  every  other  night  till  the 
fever  comes  on. 

Counf. for  the  Cr.  Do  you  know 
the  compolition  of  this  pill  ? 

Dr.  Baker.  No :  it  is  a  fecret. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Are  the  pa¬ 
tients  confined  to  their  apartments  at 
this  period  ? 

Dr.  Baker.  No  :  moderate  exer- 
cile  in  the  open  air  is  ftrongly  recom¬ 
mended. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Now,  Sir, 
oleafe  to  inform  the  Court  what  you 
have  learnt  concerning  the  progrefs 
of  the  difeafe  and  the  manner  of  treat¬ 
ing  it. 

Dr.  Baker.  Three  days  after  the 
operation,  if  it  fucceed,  there  appears 
on  the  incifion  a  foot,  like  a  flea  bite, 
not  as  yet  above  the  fkin,  which 
gradually  becomes  firft  a  red  pimple, 
and  then  a  bladder  full  of  clear  lymph, 
advancing  to  maturation  with  the  puf- 
tules.  In  proportion  as  the  difcolou- 
ration  round  the  place  of  incifion  is 
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greater,  the  lefs  quantity  of  eruption 
is  expedited  ;  therefore,  when  this 
circle  is  fmall,  ftronger  and  more 
frequent  cathartics  are  exhibited,  If, 
when  the  fever  comes  on,  there  ap¬ 
pears  no  tendency  to  perfpiration, 
fome  acid  drops,  or  more  powerful 
fudorifi.es,  are  adminifiered.  In  gene¬ 
ral,  during  the  burning  heat  of  the 
fever,  he  gives  cold  water ;  but  after 
the  perfpiration  begins,  warm  baum- 
tea,  or  water-gruel.  As  foon  as  the 
fvveat  abates,  the  eruption  having  ap¬ 
peared,  he  obliges  every  body  to  get 
up,  to  walk  about  the  houfe,  or  into 
the  garden.  From  this  time,  to  the 
turn  of  the  difeafe,  he  gives  milk- 
gruel  ad  libitum.  On  the  following 
day  he  gives  a  dofe  of  Glauber’s  falts, 
and,  if  the  eruption  be  confiderable, 
he  repeats  it  on  the  third  day. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Pray,  Sir,  can 
you  give  the  Court  any  information 
relative  to  the  number  of  perfons  that 
have  been  inoculated  by  the  Prifoner 
and  his  affiftants  ? 
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Dr.  Baker.  According  to  the  beft 
information  that  I  can  procure,  about 
feventeen  thoufand  have  been  thus  in¬ 
oculated,  of  which  number  no  more 
than  five  or  fix  have  died. 

♦ 

Mr.  B.  Chandler  fworn. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  You,  Sir,  I 
think  are  a  furgeon  at  Canterbury  ? 

Mr.  Chandler .  I  am. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Pray,  Mr. 
Chandler,  can  you  give  us  any  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  the  Prifoner’s  fuc- 
cefs  in  the  pra&ice  of  inoculation  ? 

Mr.  Chandler.  I  know  nothing 
of  Mr.  Sutton’s  own  particular  prac¬ 
tice,  except  from  report.  What  I 
have  to  fay  relates  only  to  that  of  one 
of  his  afliftants,  or  partners. 

P  ref  dent .  This  evidence  cannot 
affeft  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar,  as  he 
tells  you  he  knows  nothing  of  Mr. 
Sutton’s  own  particular  practice. 

•  Counf.  for  the  Cr.  I  beg  your 
pardon,  Mr.  Prefident,  the  Prifoner 

at 
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at  the  bar  Hands  indidted  for  prelerv- 
ing  the  lives  of  the  King’s  fubjedts, 
not  only  by  inoculating,  but  alfo  caus¬ 
ing  to  be  inoculated. 

Prefident.  Proceed  to  his  exami¬ 
nation. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Pray,  Mr. 
Chandler,  who  is  this  alliftant  or 
partner,  with  whofe  pradtice  you  are 
acquainted  ? 

Mr.  Chandler.  He  is  a  furgeon  of 
eminence  at  Maidftone  ;  his  name  is 
Peale. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Where  was  it 
that  you  faw  his  pradtice? 

Mr.  Chandler.  In  the  city  of  Can- 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  What  number 
of  perfons  might  he  inoculate  in  that 
city  ? 

Mr.  Chandler.  I  cannot  exadtly 
tell;  but  it  is  confiderable. 

Counf  for  the  Cr.  Did  any  of  his 
patients  die  under  inoculation  ? 

Mr.  Chandler.  Not  that  I  know 
of. 
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Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Did  you  hear 
Dr.  Baker’s  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Chandler.  I  did. 

Counf  for  the  Cr.  Does  Mr. 
Peale’s  practice  differ  in  any  refpedt 
from  that  of  the  Prifoner,  as  related 
by  the  Doctor  ? 

Mr.  Chandler.  It  differs  in  fome 
few  particulars. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  What  are  thele 
particulars  ? 

Mr.  Chandler.  I  think,  Dr. 
Baker  informed  the  Court  that  the 
perfons  to  be  inoculated  are  a  fort¬ 
night  under  preparation.  That  time 
is  now  reduced  to  eight  days.  The 
pill  is  not  given  every  other  night,  as 
mentioned  by  the  Doctor  ;  many  of 
Mr.  Peale’s  patients  not  having  taken  it 
till  the  fifth  dayafter  inoculation.  It  is 
generally  repeated  on  the  feventh  day, 
and  fometimes  continued  to  the  eighth 
or  ninth.  When  the  eruptive  fever 
comes  on,  a  fort  of  julap  is  given  to 
be  drank  ad  libitum  ;  compofed  of  a 
fmall  quantity  of  a  medicine  nearly 

the 
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colour  of  Madeira  wine,  poured  into 
a  quart  or  pint  bottle  of  fpring  wa¬ 
ter.  It’s  tafte  is  very  agreeable, 
cooling,  and  fub-acid.  And  here  my 
obfervations  differ  moft  from  the  ac¬ 
counts  related  to  Dr.  Baker ;  for 
though  this  medicine,  if  taken  upon 
going  to  bed,  did  fometimes  feem  to 
occafion  a  flight  perfpiration,  yet  an 
increafed  perfpiration  was  never,  that 
I  faw,  or  could  learn,  in  lifted  on  in 
the  day,  much  lefs  a  profufe  fweat  at 
any  time  :  lor  none  of  the  patients  are 
allowed  to  lie  in  bed,  or  fit  over  the 
fire,  or  keep  within  doors,  if  the  wea¬ 
ther  is  tolerable,  even  during  the  fe- 
verifh  fymptoms,  and  the  only  drink 
allowed  is  toaft  and  water. 

Counf.  for  the  Prifoner.  I  thought, 
Sir,  you  faid  that  the  patients  were 
allowed  a  certain  fub-acid  julap  ad 
libitum  f  and  now  you  tell  us,  that 
the  only  drink  allowed  is  toaft-water. 
I  beg,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  you  will 
obferve  that  he  contradicts  himfelf. 

Mr  Chandler.  When  I  faid  that 

toaft- 
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toaft- water  was  the  only  drink  allow¬ 
ed,  I  certainly  mean  to  except  theju- 
lap,  which  I  conhdered  as  a  medicine, 
and  the  toaft- water  as  common  drink. 

Counf  for  the  Pr  if  oner.  I  fubmit 
it  to  the  Court,  whether  he  did  not 
contradict  himfelf. 

P  ref  dent.  He  has  explained  his 
meaning  fufficiently. 

C.  for  the  Prifoner.  I  fubmit.  Mr. 
Chandler,  we  deiire  you  will  not  leave 
the  Court ;  we  ihall  afk  you  a  few 
more  queftions  by  and  by. 

C.for  the  Prif.  Pray,  Mr.  Chandler, 
let  me  alk  you,  whether  you  know 
the  composition  of  the  medicines  gi¬ 
ven  by  Mr.  Peale  ? 

Air.  Chandler.  I  do  not. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  You  do  not. 
Then  they  are  fecret  medicines? 

Mr.  Chandler.  They  are. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Sir,  we  have 
done  with  you.  Mr.  Prefident,  and 
gentlemen  of  the  jury,  this  is  all 
the  evidence  we  lhall  produce  in  fup- 
port  of  our  indictment.  Though  it 

D  were 
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were  eafy  to  corroborate  every  thing 
they  have  faid  by  a  hundred  witnefies ; 
yet  as  thefe  are  more  than  the  law  re¬ 
quires,  as  their  evidence  is  fo  clear 
and  circumftantial,  and  as  they  are 
gentlemen  of  undoubted  character, 
we  think  it  totally  unneceflary  to 
trouble  you  with  the  repetition  of 
fafts,  of  the  truth  of  which  you  can¬ 
not  poffibly  doubt. 

T hat  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar  is  guil¬ 
ty  of  preferving  the  lives  of  his  Ma- 
jefty’s  liege  fubje£ts,  we  have  pro¬ 
ved,  firft,  on  the  evidence  of  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Houlton,  who  aflerts,  that 
in  the  fpace  of  three  years,  he,  the 
Prifoner,  hath  inoculated,  or  caufed 
to  be  inoculated,  no  lefs  than  twenty 
thoufand  perfons.  Now,  in  the  old 
way  of  inoculation,  if  we  allow  that 
there  died  one  in  two  hundred,  which 
I  believe  is  about  the  mark,  it  will 
appear,  that  he  hath  actually  prefer- 
ved  the  lives  of  one  hundred  people ; 
for  in  the  twenty  thoufand  inoculated 
by  the  Prifoner  and  his  accomplices, 

not 
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not  one  hath  died,  whofe  death  could 
be  juftly  attributed  to  inoculation. 
This  witnefs  hath  likewife  informed 
you,  that  the  Prifoner  is  actually  pof- 
fefifed  of  a  certain  medicine,  by  the 
adminiftration  of  which,  and  by  the 
help  of  a  magick  circle  drawn  with 
a  pen  round  the  puftules,  together 
with  a  prayer  compofed  and  repeated 
by  this  witnefs  on  the  occalion,  he 
can  make  them  retire  at  the  word  of 
command,  with  the  fame  dexterity, 
and  in  the  fame  manner,  as  any  other 
Hocus  Pocus  commands  his  little  balls 
to  pafs  through  the  table.  That  this 
is  performed  by  means  unknown  to 
the  faculty,  is  very  evident,  as  not  one 
of  them  all  pretends  to  any  thing  like 
it. 

Dr.  Baker,  a  phylician  of  confide- 
rable  reputation,  after  giving  you  a 
clear  account  of  the  Prifoner’ s  extra¬ 
ordinary  method  of  preparing,  and 
manner  of  treating  his  patients  thro’ 
the  whole  progrefs  of  the  difeafe,  fuf- 
ficiently  confirms  the  evidence  of  Mr. 

D  2  Houlton, 
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Houlton,  in  regard  to  the  number  of 
perfons  inoculated ;  with  whom  he 
alfo  agrees  in  confirming  that  mate¬ 
rial  part  of  our  allegation,  which  ac~ 
cufes  the  Prifoner  of  performing  thefe 
miracles  by  means  of  fecret  medicines, 
and  unufual  modes  of  pradtice. 

Our  laft  witnefs,  Mr.  Chandler,  a 
very  Ikilful  furgeon,  hath,  in  the  courfe 
of  his  examination,  corroborated  Dr. 

Baker’s  account  of  the  Prifoner’ s  un- 

» 

precedented  mode  of  pradtice,  at  leaf!; 
in  the  moil  effential  points ;  fo  that 
you  cannot  pofiibly  entertain  the  leaf! 
doubt  as  to  fadts.  Gentlemen,  it  were 
very  ealy  for  me  to  expatiate  on  the 
fatal  confequences  of  permitting  fuch 
proceedings  to  go  unpunifhed ;  but 
your  own  underftanding  and  imparti¬ 
ality  will,  I  make  no  doubt,  prompt 
you  to  determine  with  propriety  :  I 
therefore  forbear  to  fay  any  thing 
more  that  might  influence  your  judge¬ 
ment.  The  counfel  for  the  Prifoner 
may  now  call  their  evidence  whenever 
they  think  proper. 

3 


Counf, 


Counf  for  the  Pr  if  oner.  Mr.  Pref- 
dent,  and  gentlemen  of  the  jury, 
the  Prifoner  at  the  bar  Hands  indifted 
for  preferving  the  lives  of  his  Majef- 
ty’s  liege  fubjedts,  by  fecret  medicines 
and  modes  of  pradtice,  and  by  inocu¬ 
lating,  or  cauiing  to  be  inoculated, 
divers  perfons,  &c.  With  regard  to 
his  preferving  the  lives  of  the  King’s 
fubjedts,  it  has  been  fo  infufficiently 
proved,  that  we  fhall  not  take  up 
your  time  in  difproving  it ;  but  as  to 
his  fecret  medicines,  we  fhajl  fhew 
you  that  the  ingredients  of  which  they 
are  made  are  certainly  known,  and 
confeauently  that  they  are  not  fecret 
medicines.  We  fhall  prove  to  you, 
by  undeniable  evidence,  that  the  fame 
medicines  have  been  long  recom¬ 
mended  and  adminiftered  for  the  fame 
purpofes,  and  with  equal  fuccefs.  And 
we  fhall,  laft  of  all,  produce  a  witnefs 
of  unqueflionable  authority,  who  will 
convince  you  that  the  fuccefsful  prac¬ 
tice  of  inoculation  does  not  depend  on 
any  peculiar  medicine  whatfoever,  and 

confe- 
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confequently  that  the  Prifoner  is  per¬ 
fectly  guiltlefs  of  the  crimes  of  which 
he  ftands  accufed.  Call  Dr.  Thomas 
Rufton. 

Dr.  Thomas  Ruston  fworn. 

Pray,  Dr.  Rufton,  have  you  any 
knowledge  of  the  compofttion  of  cer¬ 
tain  medicines  ufed  by  the  Prifoner  at 
the  bar,  in  his  practice  of  inoculation  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  I  believe  I  have. 

Counf.  for  the  Prift.  What  is  the 
form  of  thefe  medicines  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  Powders,  pills,  and 
drops. 

Counf.  for  the  Prifoner.  What  are 

he  ingredients  which  compofe  the 
? 

Rufton.  I  verily  believe  the 
powder  to  conftft  entirely  of  calomel 
and  aethiops  mineral. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  What  are  your 
reafons  for  thinking  fo  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  My  reafons  are  found¬ 
ed 

*  i 


powder 
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ed  on  chemical  experiment  and  ana- 
logy. 

Counf.  for  the  Prifoner.  What  ex¬ 
periment  and  what  analogy  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  ift.  To  a  fmall  quan¬ 
tity  of  Mr.  Sutton’s  powder,  which 
was  of  a  greyilh  colour,  I  added  a  few 
drops  of  volatile  alkali,  which  imme¬ 
diately  changed  it  to  a  deep  black.  ' 
2dly.  i  o  a  linall  quantity  of  the  fame, 
a  few  drops  of  a  folution  of  fait  of 
tartar  were  added,  which  produced 
the  lame  colour,  ^dly,  A  few  drops 
of  lime-water  were  added,  which  al- 
fo  changed  the  powder  black,  but 
not  quite  io  black  as  in  experiment  i 
and  2.  The  colour  and  weight  of 
Mr.  Sutton’s  powder  were  exactly  imi¬ 
tated  by  the  addition  of  fix  grains  of 
rethiops  to  ten  grains  of  calomel, 
and  by  repeating  the  above  experi¬ 
ments  with  this  compofition,  it  was 
found  to  exhibit  exadly  the  fame  phe¬ 
nomena. 

Counf  for  the  Prifoner .  Now,  Sir, 
as  to  the  pills  ? 

Dr. 
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Dr.  Rujlon.  The  pills,  from  their 
fmell,  tafte,  colour,  and  effects,  are 
evidently  no  other  than  the  well- 
known  pilulce  cochice ,  with  a  final.! 
addition  of  calomel. 

Counf.  for  the  Prifoner.  Did  you 
make  no  experiment  with  the  pills  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  Yes.  I  poured  on  one 
of  them  a  few  drops  of  volatile  alkali, 
and  it  immediately  ftruck  a  deep  black. 
The  fame  appearance  was  produced 
by  fait  of  tartar,  and  by  lime-wa¬ 
ter.  I  then  added  a  few  grains  of 
calomel  to  the  pilulce  cochice ,  and  re¬ 
peated  the  experiments  with  the  fame 
effect. 

Counf.  for  the  Prifoner.  And  what 
difcoveries  have  you  made  concerning 
the  drops  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  The  acid  drops  with 
which  he  prepares  his  punch,  is  fo 
obvioufly  of  the  fame  nature  with  the 
dulcified  volatile  vitriolic  acid  that 
arifes  during  the  diftillation  of  tether, 
and  which  is  the  fame  with  what  exifts 
in  large  quantities  in  the  liquor  anodR 

nus 
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nus  of  Hoffman,  that  it  was  unnecef- 
fary  to  fubmit  it  to  any  chemical  ex¬ 
periment.  There  was  nothing  foreign 
in  its  compofition. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Not  to  interrupt 
the  courfe  of  your  examination,  I  beg 
leave,  before  you  proceed,  to  alk  the 
Doctor  one  quell  ion.  II  I  remember 
right,  you  faid,  the  powder  contained 
ten  grains  oi  calomel.  Pray,  Doctor, 
is  not  this  an  unufual  large  dofe  ? 

Dr.  Rujion.  As  an  alterative  it  cer¬ 
tainly  is  fo  ;  and  therefore  Mr.  Sut¬ 
ton’s  powders  have  often  been  known 
to  falivate  the  patient.  But  its  activi¬ 
ty  is  fomewhat  weakened  by  the  ful- 
phur  contained  in  the  sethiops. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  But  has  it  not 
been  generally  fuppofed  that  there 
was  fome  other  powerful  ingredient  in 
Mr.  Sutton’s  medicines? 

Dr.  Rufton.  Yes,  antimony.  But 
from  my  experiments,  I  am  convinced 
of  the  contrary. 

Counf  .for  thePrif.  Now,  Doctor,  give 
me  leave  to  alk  you,  whether  the  ex- 

E  .  hibition 
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hibition  of  mercury,  as  preparative  to 
inoculation,  be  the  invention  of  the 
Prifoner  at  the  bar  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  Certainly  not. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Who  were  the 
inventors  of  this  pradice  ? 

Dr.  Rufton .  I  cannot  anfwer  pofi- 
tively  to  that  queftion.  The  great  Boer- 
haave,  in  his  Aphorifms,  recommend¬ 
ed  the  experiment  of  uniting  mercu¬ 
ry  with  antimony  as  an  antidote  to 
the  variolous  virus ;  but  I  believe  fome 
American  phyficians  were  the  firft 
who  ufed  mercury  in  preparing  for 
inoculation. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  And  with  what 
fuccefs  ? 

Dr.  Ruft  on.  With  very  great.  Out 
of  the  firft  three  thoufand  inoculated, 
only  five  died ;  and  thefe  were  all 
children,  who  could  not  be  prevailed 
on  to  take  the  medicine. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  I  beg,  gentle- 
tlemen  of  the  jury,  you  will  remem¬ 
ber  this  circumftance — All  that  took 

the  mercurial  medicines  recovered. 

* 

Pray, 

ft 
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Pray,  Dr.  Rufton,  was  this  new  me¬ 
thod  of  preparation  long  confined  to 
any  particular  phyfician,  or  part  of 
America  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  No:  the  fame  of  its 
extraordinary  fuccefs  foon  produced  a 
number  of  inoculators  on  the  new 
plan  ;  fo  that  in  a  fhort  time  it  fpread 
from  one  end  of  the  continent  to  the 
other.  x 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Did  thefe  fe- 
veral  inoculators  all  give  precifely  the 
fame  medicines? 

Dr.  Rufi  on.  Not  precifely* 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  In  what  refpedt 
do  they  differ  ? 

Dr.  Rufi  on.  Principally  in  the  pro¬ 
portions  of  calomel  and  antimony. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  But  they  all 
agreed  in  giving  calomel  ? 

Dr.  Rufton.  All. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Did  they  agree 
in  any  other  refpedt  ? 

Dr.  Rufi  on.  Yes :  they  all  gave 
cathartics,  and  during  the  eruptive  fe- 

E  2  ver 


[  *s  ] 

ver  treated  their  patients  in  the  anti- 
phlogiftic  method. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Were  their  pa¬ 
tients  under  any  reftridtions  in  regard 
to  diet  ? 

Dr.  Rujlon.  In  general  they  were 
ordered  to  abfiain  from  fait  load,  fpi- 
rituous  liquors,  batter,  oil,  and  fuch 
like. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  You  have  given 
a  very  fatisfadfory  account  of  thefe 
matters.  Now  give  me  leave  to  afk, 
whether  you  yourfeif  pradtife  inocula¬ 
tion  ? 

Dr.  Ruft  on .  I  do. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Do  you  prepare 
your  patients  ? 

Dr.  Ruflon.  Certainly. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Do  you  con¬ 
fine  your  patients  to  any  particular 
diet  ? 

Dr.  Ruf  on.  I  order  them  to  ab~ 
ftain  from  animal  food,  fpirituous  li¬ 
quors,  and  fpices. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  And  what  me¬ 
dicines  do  you  prefcribe  ? 

3  Dr. 
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Dr.  Rufi  on.  They  con  lift  princi¬ 

pally  of  mercurials  and  antimonials. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Do  you  believe 
there  is  any  fpecihc  virtue  in  thefe 
medicines  ?  Do  you  give  them  as  an¬ 
tidotes  ? 

Dr.  Rufion.  By  no  means.  I  give 
them  merely  as  evacuants,  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  proportion  them  to  the  con- 
ftitution  and  age  of  the  patient. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Can  you  fay 
any  thing,  from  experience,  of  the 
fuccefs  of  your  method,  compared 
with  that  of  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar? 

Dr.  Rufion.  I  can  fay,  from  ex¬ 
perience,  that  my  method,  in  point 
of  fuccefs,  is  fully  equal  to  his. 

Cou?if.  for  the  Prif  What  is  your 
opinion  of  his  cold  regimen  ? 

Dr.  Rufion.  I  approve  of  it  in  ge¬ 
neral,  and  pratdife  it;  but  not  in  the 
extreme. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  What  is  your 
opinion  as  to  the  manner  of  commu-. 
nicating  the  infection? 


Dr. 
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Dr.  Ruft  on.  I  think  it  a  matter 
of  little  importance.  That  of  juft 
railing  the  Ikin  with  the  point  of  a 
lancet,  which  has  been  clipped  into  a 
puftule,  and  then  rubbing  the  mat¬ 
ter  which  adheres  to  it  on  the  wound 
with  the  finger,  feems  to  be  as  good 
a  one  as  any. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  One  queftion 
more.  Do  you  think,  upon  the  whole, 
that  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar  pofleftes 
any  fecret,  to  which  his  fuccefs  is  to  be 
attributed  ? 

Dr.  Ruflon.  I  think  it  mull  have 
appeared,  from  the  evidence  I  have 
given,  that  he  pofleftes  no  fecret  at 
all. 

CounJ.  for  the  Prif  We  fhall  now 
recall  one  of  their  own  witnefies ;  a 
gentleman  of  undoubted  veracity  ; 
whofe  evidence,  if  it  have  proved  any 
thing  againft  the  Prifoner,  will,  up¬ 
on  farther  examination,  be  found  to 
prove  much  more  in  his  favour. 
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Dr.  Baker. 

Pray,  Dr.  Baker,  is  the  practice  of 
preparing  perfons  for  the  fmall  pox 
with  calomel  peculiar  to  the  Prifoner 
at  the  bar  ? 

Dr.  Baker.  By  no  means :  it  is  a 
very  general  practice.  There  are  fe- 
veral  phyiicians  of  credit  who  infill 
ftrenuoufly  on  its  good  effects. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Is  it  common 
to  give  purgative  medicines  on  this 
occafion  ? 

Dr.  Baker.  That  in  general  two 
or  three  dofes  of  fome  purging  medi¬ 
cine  ought  to  be  given,  almoft  all  in- 
oculators  have  agreed. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Now,  Dr.  Ba¬ 
ker,  give  me  leave  to  afk  you,  as  a 
phyfician,  whether  it  be  your  opinion 
that  the  marvellous  fuccefs,  of  which 
the  Prifoner  Hands  accufed,  be  owing 
to  the  peculiar  virtue  of  any  medicine 
or  medicines,  known  only  to  himfelf 
and  his  accomplices  ? 

Dr. 
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Dr.  Baker.  I  am  of  opinion  it  is 
not.  ■  k  1 'I  |  ’/  ‘  1  -  ■■■":■ 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  To  what  caufe 
then  do  you  afcribe  that  fuccefs  ? 

Dr.  Baker.  Principally  to  the  free 
ufe  of  cold  air. 

Counf  for  the  Prif  Is  he  the  only 
inoculator  who  allows  his  patients  the 
free  ufe  of  cold  air  ? 

Dr.  Baker.  Not  now  :  the  prac¬ 
tice  is  at  prefen t  very  general  in  many 
parts  of  this  kingdom. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Was  he  the 
inventor  of  this  cold  regimen  ? 

Dr.  Baker.  I  cannot  accufe  him 
of  being  the  inventor,  becaufe  it  is 
ftrenuoufly  recommended,  in  the  na¬ 
tural  fmall  pox,  by  writers  of  the  firft 
rank,  particularly  Sydenham,  whofe 
works  are  in  the  hands  of  every  phyli- 
cian. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Wefhall  now 
call  a  phylician  fufficiently  known  in 
the  medical  world,  particularly  by  his 
Analyfes  of  Inoculation. 

Dr. 
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f 

f 

Dr.  Kirkpatrick "fworn. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  I  think,  Sir,  you 
have  had  much  experience  in  the 
practice  of  inoculation  ?  • 

Dr.  Kirkpatrick.  I  have. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Have  you  been 
long  accuftomed  to  give  calomel  in 
preparing  your  patients  ? 

Kirkpatrick.  It  hath  long  been  my 
practice,  as  appears  from  my  book. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Has  it  been  your 
practice  to  confine  your  patients  to  any 
particular  regimen  ? 

Dr.  Kirkpatrick.  It  appears  from 
my  Analyfes ,  that  .1  regulate  my  prac¬ 
tice,  in  this  refpebt,  according  to  age 
and  conftitution ;  but  in  general  I  ad- 
vife  that  they  fhould  abftain  from  flelh 
meat,  fpirituous  liquors,  and,  in  ffiort, 
every  thing  inflammatory,  or  difficult 
of  digeftion. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  I  beg,  gentle¬ 
men  of  the  jury,  you  will  take  notice 
that  the  Dodlor  prefcribes  a  vegetable 

F  diet ; 
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diet ;  fo  that  this  is  no  new  thing. 
Pray,  Do&or,  when  was  your  Analyfn 
printed  ? 

Dr.  Kirkpatrick.  The  firft  edition, 
in  the  laft  King’s  reign,  and  the  fe- 
eond  in  the  year  1761. 

Dr.  Benjamin  Gale  fworn. 

1 

Counf.  for  thePrif.  You  are  a  phyii-- 

cian,  I  think  ? 

Dr.  Gale.  Iam. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Where  do  you 
live  ? 

Dr.  Gale .  At  Connecticut  in  New 

prac- 

tifed  inoculation  P 

Dr.  Gale.  I  have  inoculated  many 
hundreds. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Do  you  prepare 
your  patients  with  calomel? 

Dr.  Gale.  I  do. 

Counf.  for  Prif.  With  what  fuccefs  ? 
Dr.  Gale.  With  very  great  fuccefs. 
In  eight  hundred  patients,  1  have  loft 
but  one.  Mr. 


England. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Have  you 
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Mr.  Gatti  fworn. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  If  I  am  properly 
inftru&ed,  you,  Sir,  have  praftifed 
inoculation  in  France  ? 

Mr.  Gatti.  Some  time  ago  I  was 
much  employed  in  that  bufinefs  at 
Paris. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  In  what  manner 
did  you  prepare  your  patients  ? 

Mr.  Gatti.  I  was  always  an  ene¬ 
my  to  any  general  plan  :  I  paid  the 
Jefs  regard  to  preparation,  becaufe  I 
knew,  that  in  all  the  Levant,  where 
the  natural  fmall-pox  is  as  fatal  as 
elfewhere ;  and  where  you  may  find 
old  women  who  have  inoculated  ten 
thoufand  people  without  an  accident : 
the  only  enquiry  is,  whether  the  pa¬ 
tient  is  prepared  by  nature.  All  that 
is  confidered,  is,  whether  the  breath 
be  fweet,  the  fkin  foft,  and  whether 
a  little  wound  in  it  heals  eafily.  When¬ 
ever  thefe  conditions  are  found,  they 
inoculate  without  the  leaft  apprehen- 
fion  of  danger. 

F  2  '  Counf. 
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C.  for  the  Prif  We  /hall  now  call 
a  witnefs,  who  has  already  been  ex¬ 
amined  by  the  counfel  on  the  other 
fide. 

*  '  t 

Mr.  Chandler. 

* 

Court f  for  the  Prif  You,  Sir,  feem 
to  have  obferved  the  Suttonian  prac¬ 
tice  with  a  good  deal  of  attention : 
pleafe  to  inform  the  Court,  whether 
you  attribute  the  fuccefs  of  this  new 
method  to  the  virtue  of  his  medicines. 

Mr.  Chandler.  I  attribute  his  ex¬ 
traordinary  fuccefs  neither  to  his  me¬ 
dicines,  nor  his  cool  regimen,  but 
principally  to  his  method  of  commu¬ 
nicating  the  infection  by  means  of  the 
crude  lymph  before  it  has  been  ulti¬ 
mately  variolated  by  the  fucceeding 
fever j  and  I  found  my  opinion  on 
that  being  the  only  circumftance  in 

which  he  differs  from  other  inocu- 
lators. 

Counf  for  the.  Prif.  Which,  gentle¬ 
men  of  the  jury,  you  will  pleafe  to 

obferve, 
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obferve,  is  no  fecret :  it  is,  indeed,  a 
circumstance  which  could  not  poffi- 
blybe  concealed;  for  the  method  of 
performing  the  operation  muft  not 
only  be  obvious  to  every  patient,  but  ' 
to  every  by-ftander. 


Dr.  Gl  ass  fworn. 
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Counf.  for  the  Prif  If  I  am  not  mis¬ 
informed,  you  pradtile  phytic  in  the 
city  of  Exeter  ?  ' 

Dr.  Glafs.  I  do. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  I  prefume,  Doc¬ 
tor,  you  have  heard  of  thefe  mighty 
miracles  faid  to  be  performed  by  the 
Prifoner  at  the  bar  ? 

Dr.  Glafs .  I  have ;  and  have  more¬ 
over  been  at  fome  pains  to  difcover 
the  caufe  of  thefe  miracles. 

Counf  for  the  P  rif  Do  you  know  of 
any  other  miraculous  inoculator? 

Dr.  Glafs.  There  is,  in  Somerfet- 
fhiic,  an  ope; ator  who  hath  inoculat¬ 
ed,  atleaft,  Seventeen  hundred  patients, 

with  the  lots  of  two  only. 
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Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Are  you  ac¬ 
quainted  with  his  method  ? 

*  Dr.  Glafs.  lam. 

Counf  for  the  Prif  Is  it  different 

from  that  of  the  Prifoner  ? 

Dr.  Glafs.  It  is  apparently,  though 
perhaps  not  effentially,  different. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Pray,  Doctor, 
favour  the  Court  with  an  account  of 

this  practice.  . 

Dr.  Glafs.  This  Somqrfetfhire  ope¬ 
rator  inoculates  all  that  apply  to  him 
for  that  purpofe,  without  examining 
in  what  ftate  of  health  they  are,  or 
have  been,  or  afking  them  a  fmgie 
queftion.  He  always  begins  .  his  pro- 
cels  with  communicating  the  infection. 
After  this  he  bleeds  feme,  purges  all 
twice,  confines  them  to  a  low  diet,mr- 
bids  exercife,  and  whatever  quickens 
the  motion  of  the  blood.  Every  one, 
as  foon  as  the  eruptive  fever  begins,  is 
put  to  bed  in  a  room  that  is  fhut  up 
clofe,  to  keep  out  the  cool  air,  is  well 
covered  with  bed-cloaths,  and  has  plenty 

of  baum  tea  given  him  to  make  him 

fweat. 
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fweat.  But  if  this  doth  not  anfwer, 
a  fweating  powder,  which,  being  tafte- 
lefs,  is  fuppofed  to  be  fome  antimoniai 
preparation,  is  adminiftred.  By  thefe 
means,  a  plentiful  fweat  is  procured, 
and  continued  till  the  eruption  is  com- 
pleated.  The  patient  is  then  permit¬ 
ted  to  get  up,  walk  about  the  houfe, 
and  to  go  out,  if  he  pleafeth,  into  the 
open  air,  when  the  weather  is  not  un¬ 
favourable. 

_  Counf.  for  the  Prif.  I  think,  Sir,  you 
faid  that  you  had  been  at  lome  pains 
to  difcover  the  caufe  of  the  miraculous 
fuccefs  afcribed  to  this  new  method  of 
inoculation,  as  it  is  called  :  is  it  your 
opinion  that  it  is  owing  to  any  peculi¬ 
arity  in  his  preparatory  courfe  ? 

Dr.  Glafs.  No;  becaufe  the  refuk 
of  inoculation  after  various  methods  of 
preparation,  and  without  any  prepara¬ 
tion  at  all,  as  appears  from  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  the  Somerfetfhire  man,  are 
much  the  fame.  • 

Counf  for  the  Prif  Do  you  afcribe 
it  to  the  ufe  of  mercury  ? 

. .  2  Dr. 
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Dr.  Glafs.  No ;  becaufe  I  certainly 
know,  that  fome  gentlemen  of  my  ac¬ 
quaintance,  who  make  it  a  conftant 
rule  to  prepare  with  mercurials,  have 
not  been  more  fuccefsful  than  fome 
others,  who  feldom  or  never  ufe  any 
mercurial  preparation  before  or  after 
the  operation. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Are  you  of  opi¬ 
nion  that  it  is  to  be  attributed  to  his 
extreme  cool  regimen  ? 

Dr.  Glafs.  No ;  though  I  approve 
it  in  general :  neverthelefs,  I  will 
venture  to  fay,  that  I  have  met  with 
fome  cafes,  in  which  cordial  medi¬ 
cines  were  neceffary.  Yet  I  appre¬ 
hend,  that  a  clofe  room  and  hot  air 
are  always  extremely  prejudicial  in 
every  ftage  of  the  fmall-pox,  and  in 
all  kinds  of  fevers. 

Counf  for  the  Prif  Do  you  lay  any 
jftrefs  on  the  manner  of  communicat¬ 
ing  the  infection  ? 

Dr.  Glafs.  No  ;  it  can  make  but 
little  difference  whether  the  infectious 
matter  is  applied  to  a  flight  wound  of 

the 
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the  Ikin  on  the  point  of  a  lancet,  or  a 
bit  of  thread. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  To  what  caufe 
then  do  you  afcribe  the  great  fucceis 
of  the  Suttonians  ? 

Dr.  Glafs.  It  feems  highly  proba¬ 
ble,  that  their  lingular  fuccels  is  chiefly 
owing  to  their  lingular  method  of  dif- 
poling  their  patients  to  fweat,  and  then 
fweating  them,  by  the  medicines  they 
give  after  inoculation,  and  during  the 
eruptive  fever. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Mr.  Prelident, 
and  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  we  lhall 
now  produce  a  witnefs,  whofe  fuccefs- 
ful  practice  in  the  particular  branch  of 
inoculation  is  univerfally  known  to 
have  been  equal  to  that  of  the  Prifoner 
at  the  bar  ;  and  whofe  evidence  (if  of 
the  Prifoner  s  innocence  there  yet  re¬ 
main  a  loop  to  hang  a  douht  on)  will 
certainly  put  the  matter  beyond  all 
difpute. 

Dr.  Dimsdale  fworn. 

C.  for  the  Prif.  Hertford,  I  think, 
Do  dor,  is  the  place  of  your  relidenee? 

G  Dr. 
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Dr.  Dimfdale.  It  is. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Pray,  Dr.  Dimf- 
dale,  have  you  been  long  in  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  inoculation  ? 

Dr.  Dmfdale.  Upwards  of  twenty 
years. 

Counf  for  the  Prif.  bias  your  prac¬ 
tice  in  that  branch  of  your  profeffion 
been  extenfive  ? 

Dr.  Dmfdale.  Very  extenfive. 

Counf  for  the  Prif.  Have  you  loft 
many  patients  under  inoculation  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale .  About  fourteen  years 
ago  I  had  one  patient,  who,  after  the 
eruption  of  a  few  diftind  puftules,  died 
of  a  fever,  which  I  efteemed  wholly 
independent  of  the  fmall-pox. 

Counf  for  the  Prif  Did  you  then^ 
in  upwards  of  twenty  years,  never  lofe 
a  patient,  whofe  death  coujd  be  juftly 
afcribed  to  inoculation  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  'Not  one. 

Counf  for  the  Prif.  Perhaps,  Dodor, 
you  have  been  particularly  careful  in 
the  choice  of  your  iubjeds  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  Not  in  the  leaft  :  I 

have 
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have  inoculated  perfons  of  all  ages,  all 
conftitutions,  and  at  all  feafons  of  the 
year. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  In  what  man¬ 
ner  do  you  prepare  your  patients  ? 
Do  you  confine  them  to  any  particular 
regimen  P 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  In  directing  the 
preparatory  regimen,  I  principally  aim 
at  thefe  four  points  :  to  reduce  the 
patient,  if  in  high  health,  to  a  low 
and  more  fecure  ftate ;  to  ftrenothen 
the  conltitution,  if  too  low  ;  to  cor¬ 
rect  what  appears  vitiated ;  and  to 
clear  the  ftomach  and  bowels,  as 
much  as  may  be,  from  all  crudities 
and  their  effe&s.  With  thefe  inten¬ 
tions,  therefore,  I  order  them  to  ab- 
ftain  from  animal  food,  fpirituous 
liquors,  and  fpices,  for  ten  days  be¬ 
fore  the  operation ;  during  which 
time,  I  give  three  dofes  of  a  powder 
compofed  of  eight  grains  of  calomel, 
the  fame  quantity  of  the  compound 
powder  of  crabs  claws,  and  one- 
eighth  of  a  grain  of  emetic  tartar  : 

G  2  this 
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this  powder  is  taken  over-night,  and 
a  dofe  of  Glauber’s  halts  in  the  morn¬ 
ing.  On  the  days  of  purging  I  allow 
broths. 

Counf  for  the  Prif.  In  what  man¬ 
ner  do  you  ufually  communicate  the 
infedion  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  With  a  lancet,  dip¬ 
ped  in  the  variolous  matter,  I  make 
an  incifion  as  fhort  as  poflible,  and  fo 
flight  as  to  pafs  only  juft  through  the 
fcarf-ikin.  I  then  ftretch  the  little 
wound  with  my  finger  and  thumb, 
and  moiften  it  with  the  matter  on  the 
point  of  my  lancet.  This  operation 
I  generally  perform  on  both  arms,  to 
prevent  difappointment. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Do  you  take 
the  matter  from  the  natural  fmall-pox, 
or  do  you  prefer  that  taken  from  a 
perfon  inoculated  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  It  feems  to  be  of 
no  confequence,  whether  infeding 
matter  be  taken  from  the  natural,  or 
inoculated  fmall-pox.  I  have  ufed 
both,  and  never  have  been  able  to  dif- 

cover 
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cover  the  leaft  difference,  either  in 
point  ot  certainty  of  infedlion,  the 
progrefs,  or  the  event;  and,  therefore, 
I  take  the  infedtion  from  either,  as 
opportunity  offers,  or  at  the  option  of 
my  patients  or  their  friends. 

Counf. for  the  Prif.  Did  you  ever 
inoculate  with  the  lymph  taken  before 
the  crifls  of  the  diftemper  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale .  I  have  taken  a  lit¬ 
tle  clear  fluid  from  the  elevated  pelli¬ 
cle  on  the  incifed  part,  even  fo  early 
as  the  fourth  day  after  the  operation  ; 
and  have  at  other  times  ufed  matter 
fully  digefted  after  the  crifis,  with 
equal  fuccefs.  I  chufe,  however,  in 
general,  to  take  matter  for  infection 
during  the  fever  of  eruption,  as  I  fup- 
pofe  it  at  that  time  to  have  it’s  utmoft 
adfivity. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  What  medi¬ 
cines  do  you  prefcribe  after  communi¬ 
cating  the  infedfion  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  On  the  fecond  day, 
in  the  evening,  I  ufually  give  a  pill, 
compofed  of  calomel  and  compound 
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powder  of  crabs  claws,  each  three 
grains,  with  one-tenth  of  a  grain  of 
emetic  tartar.  This  I  alfo  repeat  on 
the  firft  appearance  of  the  eruptive 
fymptoms,  in  cafe  they  leem  to  indi¬ 
cate  any  uncommon  degree  of  vehe¬ 
mence;  and  the  next  morning  I  order 
a  dofe  of  purging  phyfic. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Do  you  con¬ 
fine  your  patients  to  their  beds  during 

the  eruptive  fever  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  By  no  means:  on 
the  contrary,  as  foon  as  the  fymptoms 
of  the  eruptive  fever  come  on,  they 
are  directed,  when  the  purging  me¬ 
dicines  have  operated,  to  keep  abroad 
in  the  open  air,  be  it  ever  fo  cold,  as 
much  as  they  can  bear,  and  to  drink 
cold  water,  if  thirfty;  always  taking 
care  not  to  ftand  Hill,  but  to  walk 
about  moderately  while  abroad. 

Counf  for  the  Prif.  Is  this  your 
conftant  practice  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  It’s  effe&s  are  fo 
falutary,  and  fo  conftantly  confirmed 
by  experience,  and  an  ealy  progrels 

through 
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through  every  ftage  of  the  difeafe  de¬ 
pends  fo  much  upon  it,  that  I  admit 
of  no  exception. 

CounJ.  for  the  Prif.  Now,  DoCtor 
Dimfdale,  give  me  leave  to  afk  you, 
whether  you  are  pofTeffed  of  any  me¬ 
dicine  by  which  you  can  repel  a  num¬ 
ber  of  puftules,  when  they  appear  too 
numerous,  leaving  only  fuch  a  quantity 
as  the  patient  fhall  defire  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  I  am,  indeed,  pof- 
feffed  of  no  fuch  medicine.  Some** 
times  the  whole  furface  of  the  {kin  is 
covered  with  a  rafh,  intimately  mixed 
with  the  variolous  eruption.  This 
rafh  has  been  often  miftaken  for  the 
confluence  it  fo  much  refembles,  and 
has  afforded  occafion  for  fome  practi¬ 
tioners,  either  ignorantly  or  difinge- 
nuoufly,  to  pretend,  that  after  a  very 
copious  eruption  of  the  confluent  pox, 
they  can,  by  a  fpecific  medicine,  dis¬ 
charge  the  major  part  of  the  puftules, 
leaving  only  as  many  diftindt  ones  as 
may  fatisfy  the  patient  that  he  has  the 
difeafe. 
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Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Thank  you, 
Sir  9  the  Prifoner  is  much  indebted  to 
you  for  this  explanation  of  the  maN 
ter.  You  have  fufficiently  cleared 
him  from  the  imputation  of  forcery, 
Pray,  Doctor,  let  me  afk,  whether 
you  ever  inoculated  without  prepara¬ 
tion  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  I  have  often  inocu¬ 
lated  without  any  preparation  at  all, 
and  have  always  had  the  fame  fuc- 
cefs. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  To  what  then 
do  you  chiefly  afcribe  the  fuccefs  of 
this  new  method  ? 

Dr.  Dimfdale.  I  can  only  anfwer, 
that  although  the  whole  procefs  may 
have  fome  fhare  in  it,  in  my  opinion 
it  conflfts  chiefly  in  the  method  of 
inoculating  with  recent  fluid  matter, 
and  in  the  management  of  the  patients 
at  the  time  of  eruption. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Mr.  Prefldent, 
and  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  the  evi¬ 
dence  which  we  have  examined,  on 
behalf  of  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar,  have 
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fooken  fo  politively,  and  have  in  ge-* 
neral  delivered  themfelves  with  fo 
much  precifion,  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  but  you  are  perfectly  fatisfied 
that  he  is  innocent  of  the  crimes  laid 
to  his  charge  in  the  indictment  :  ne-, 
verthelefs,  in  order  to  colled  the  whole 
into  one  point  of  view,  I  fhall  briefly 
recapitulate  what  hath  been  proved, 
and  endeavour  to  point  out  thofe  cir- 
cumftances  which  principally  merit 
your  attention. 

The  Prifoner  ftands  indiCfed  for 
oreferving  the  lives  of  his  Majefty’s  ■ 
.  iege  fubjeCts,  by  means  of  fecret  me¬ 
dicines,  and  modes  of  practice,  un¬ 
known  to  the  faculty.  The  fix  Pc  part 
of  this  charge  v/as  fupported  almoft 
entirely  on  the  evidence  of  a  perfon 
who  calls  himfelf  officiating  clergyman 
to  the  prifoner.  This  gentleman  told 
you,  that  his  office  was,  to  pray  with 
the  lick,  and  to  return  thanks  for  their 
recovery.  But  he  had  told  you  before, 
that  the  Prifoner  never  loft  a  linede 

O 

patient  by  inoculation  ;  confequently 
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there  was  no  danger,  and  confequent- 
ly  no  more  reafon  to  pray  at  this  time 
than  at  any  other.  An  officiating 
clergyman,  therefore,  in  this  cafe, 
feems  fo  perfectly  unneceffary,  as  to 
render  his  account  oi  his  office  ridicu¬ 
lous  and  incredible  ;  a  circumftance 
which  greatly  invalidates  his  evidence : 
and  left  you  ffiould  be  improperly  in¬ 
fluenced  by  your  fpecial  regard  to  the 
facred  function  of  this  officiating  gen¬ 
tleman  ;  left  you  ffiould  allow  the 
fuppofed  gravity  of  his  character  to 
add  weight  to  his  teftimony  ;  we  ffiall 
now  call  a  witnefs  of  fome  confe- 
quence,  who,  in  few  words,  will  give 
you  a  juft  idea  of  the  reverend  Mr. 
Houlton. 

Monthly  Review  fworn. 

Counf.  for  the  Pr if.  Pray,  Sir,  do 
you  know  any  thing  of  a  perfon  who 
calls  himfelf  officiating  clergyman  to 
the  Prifoner  at  the  bar  ? 


M.  Review.- 
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M.  Review.  I  remember  one  Ro¬ 
bert  Houlton,  who  gave  himfelf  that 
title. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  Is  he  an  au¬ 
thor  ?  J 

M.  Review.  Yes ;  he  lately  pub- 
lilhed  a  fermon,  with  an  appendix 
concerning  inoculation. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  And  what  is 
his  character  ? 

M.  Review.  I  am  forry  to  fay, 
this  reverend  Ton  of  the  church  de- 
fcends  to  the  level  of  a  mere  noft rum- 
puffer. 

Counf.  for  the  Prif  1  beg,  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  the  jury,  you  will  take  no¬ 
tice  ;  a  7nere  ?iof rum-puffer.  And 
pray,  Mr.  Review,  is  this  nof rum- 
puffer  forgetful  of  the  ufual,  the  pro¬ 
per  gravity  of  his  profeffion  ? 

M.  Review.  From  the  low  wit, 
and  familiarity  with  which  he  pre- 
iumes  to  treat  the  mod:  refpeCtable 
characters,  he  might  eafily  be  miftaken 
tor  the  Merry-Andrew  of  fome  won¬ 
der-working  profeffor  of  the  ftage- 
itinerant. 
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Counf.  for  the  Prif.  Merry-An¬ 
drew  of  forne  wonder-working  pro- 
feffor  of  the  ftage-itinerant !  I  beg, 
gentlemen  of  the  jury,  you  will  re¬ 
member,  that  this  noftrum- puffer, 
this  Merry-Andrew,  is  their  principal 
evidence,  their  comer  ft  one  upon 
which  the  firft  and  moft  material  part 
of  the  indictment  depends ;  namely, 
that  part  which  accufes  the  Prifoner 
of  preferving,  in  an  efpecial  manner, 
the  lives  of  hisMajefty’s  liege  fubjeCts. 
I  fay,  in  an  efpecial  manner  ;  for  tho’ 
it  be  not  thus  expreffed  in  the  indict¬ 
ment,  it  is  certainly  implied. 

Counf  for  the  Crown.  This  is  too 
much.  I  beg,  Mr.  Prefident,  the 
eounfel  for  the  Prifoner  may  not  be 
fuffered  to  miflead  the  jury  by  impli¬ 
cations  in  the  indictment.  The  fate 
of  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar  rauft  depend 
folely  on  the  letter  of  the  indictment. 
We  admit  of  no  implications.  My 
Lord  Cook — — 

P ref  dent.  You  muff  abide  by  the 
letter  of  the  indictment.  Council  for 
the  Prifoner,  proceed.  Counf 
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Counf  for  the  Prif  Gentlemen  of 
the  jury,  I  was  going  to  obferve,  when 
I  was  interrupted  by  the  counfel  on 
the  other  fide,  that  unlefs  we  fuppofe 
the  Prifoner  peculiarly,  or  efpecially, 
or  uncommonly  guilty  of  preferving 
the  lives  of  the  King’s  fubjeds,  this 
will  appear,  at  lead,  to  be  a  malicious 
profecution ;  and  that  it  really  is  fo, 
can  admit  of  no  doubt,  when  you  re¬ 
coiled;,  from  the  general  tenour  of  our 
evidence,  how  many  other  incculators 
might,  with  equal  juftice,  have  been 
indided  for  the  fame  offence.  Dodor 
Dimfdale,  in  particular,  in  the  courfe 
of  twenty  years  extenfive  pradice  hath 
loft  no  patients ;  and  I  will  venture  to 
affirm,  that  there  are  now  in  this  me¬ 
tropolis,  and  in  the  neighbourhood,  a 
very  considerable  number  of  inocula- 
tors,  who  have  been  equally  fuccefsful 
with  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar.  Cer¬ 
tainly,  therefore,  this  is  a  malicious 
profecution,  and  ought  to  be  confi- 
dered  as  fuch. 


As 
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As  to  that  article  of  the  indidment, 
which  relates  to  the  means  of  perpe¬ 
trating  the  crime  of  which  the  Pri- 
foner  is  accufed,  namely,  by  fecret 
medicines  and  modes  of  pradice  un¬ 
known  to  this  College,  and  to  all 
other  practitioners,  we  have  proved 
very  clearly,  by  Dr.  Rufton’s  experi¬ 
ments,  that  the  compolition  of  the 
medicines  is  certainly  known.  But 
that  they  confift  chiefly  of  a  mercurial 
preparation,  is  fufficiently  evident 
from  their  effeds.  Now  that  mer¬ 
cury  hath  been  very  commonly  ufed 
as  a  preparative  to  inoculation,  we 
have  proved  to  you  by  the  teftimony 
of  feveral  witnefles  of  indifputable 
charader.  And  with  regard  to  the 
vegetable  diet,  enjoined  by  the  Pri- 
foner  at  the  bar,  it  is  fo  far  from  be¬ 
ing  peculiar  to  him,  that  it  hath  very 
long  been  the  common  pradice.  As 
to  his  manner  of  communicating  the 
infedion  by  means  of  the  lymph  taken 
before  the  eruptive  fever,  whether  it 
be  the  invention  of  the  Prifoner,  or 
5  not, 
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not,  is  a  matter  of  no  importance,  as 
it  is  now  a  very  common,  and  there¬ 
fore  not  a  iecret  mode  of  praffice. 

I  come  now  to  that  part  of  his 
pra&ice,  in  which  he  hath  been 
thought  molt  fingular,  and  which 
hath  generally  been  imagined  to  be 
his  own  invention  :  I  mean  his  cool 
regimen  ;  that  is,  the  practice  of  ex- 
poling  his  patients  to  the  open  air, 
and  giving  them  cold  water  to  drink. 
But,  though  this  practice  may  not 
hav  e  been  carried  to  the  prelent  ex¬ 
treme  by  regular  phyficians,  it  is  ne¬ 
vertheless  moft  certain,  that  they  could 
not  be  ignorant  how  ftrenuoully  it  was 
recommended,  in  the  natural  fmall- 
pox,  by  many  writers  of  the  firft  di- 
ftindtion. 

Rhafes,  an  Arabian  phylician,  who 
wrote  fome  hundred  years  ago,  in  his 
chapter  Be  pnsfervatione ,  et  de  modo 
impediendi ,  &c.  expreffes  himfelf, 

concerning  the  ule  of  cold  water,  in 
order  to  extinguilh  the  variolous  fever, 
in  thefe  words:  Btbendam  preebe 

aquam 


[  56  ] 

aquam  in  nive  refrigeratdm  in  fummo 
frigiditatis  gradu ,  effuftm  et  affatim 
datam ,  et  brevibus  intervalhs  ;  ita  ut 
ea  prematur ,  et  frigiditatem  ejus  fen- 
tiat  in  int  eft  inis  fuis  csgrotus.  bftuod  ft 
pofthac  febricitet ,  et  in  ilium  redierit 
ardor  ;  potui  illdtn  dato  fecunda  vice , 
videlicet  a  hbris  duabus  ad  tres ,  et 
amplius ,  femihorce  ftp  alio,  ^uod 

ft  adhuc  calor  redierit ,  venter  aqua 

repletus  fuerit ;  fac  ut  Mam  evomat : 
turn  denuo  aquam  bibendam  prcebe . 
Thus,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  you 
hear,  that  this  early,  this  celebrated 
writer  on  the  imall-pox,  carried  the 
ufe  of  cold  water  far  beyond  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  our  moft  adventurous  inocula- 
tors.  He  not  only  ordered  his  pa¬ 
tients  to  drink  cold  water  till  they 
were  full,  but  made  them  fpew  it  up, 
and  drink  again.  Now,  though  our 
learned  and  regular  phyiicians,  who 
had  feme  tendernefs  for  their  patients, 
and  fome  reputation  to  loie,  did  not  dare 
to  try  what  appeared  to  them  a  dan¬ 
gerous  experiment,  it  is,  neverthelefs, 

a  prac- 
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a  practice  of  which  they  could  not  be 
ignorant ;  and  or  which  the  Prifoner 
is  undoubtedly  guiltlefs  of  being  the 
inventor. 

Our  immortal  Sydenham  is  fo  uni- 
verfally  known  to  have  been  a  ftrenu- 
ous  advocate  for  the  cool  method  of 
treating  patients  in  the  fmall-pox,  that 
to  quote  him  upon  this  occahon, 
were  unneceiTary  and  impertinent. 

The  learned  Boerhaave,  in  anhor- 

J  1. 

ifm  1399,  advifes  the  cool  regimen 
in  thefe  words  :  In  primo  initio  ap pa¬ 
rentis  inflammationis  externel  videtur 
requiri  cautela ,  ne  vergat  in  fuppura- 
tionem ,  aut  curandwn  ut  minima  fiat , 
procul  a  capite ,  tarda ;  quod  fit , 

viEiu  tenuijfimo  putredini  rejijlente  ; 
potu  diluent e ,  blando ,  fubacidulo  &c. 
regimine  frigidiujculo,  maxime  admiffu 
puri  &  frigidi  aeris.  So  that  in  this 
aphorifm  we  difcover  not  only  the  li¬ 
beral  admiffion  of  pure  and  cold  air, 
but  alio,  the  fub-acid  liquor,  and  an¬ 
ti  feptic  regimen,  of  which  the  Pri- 

I  foner 
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foner  at  the  bar  hath  fo  unjuftly  been 
fuppofed  the  inventor.  i 

The  celebrated  Dr.  Mead,  though 
he  does  not  advife  the  extreme  cold 
regimen,  neverthelefs,  in  regard  to 
cool  air,  fays,  In  primis  autem  cu- 
randutn  eft,  ut  purum  aerem ,  eumqrn 
frigidulum ,  uberthn  trahere  pojftt. 

Dr.  Kirkpatrick,  in  his  Analyfis  of 
inoculation,  though  he  thought  it  not 
advifable  to  attempt  an  entire  extinc¬ 
tion  of  the  ordinary  procefs  of  the  dif- 
eafe  in  queftion,  fays,  “  Notwith- 
ftanding  we  have  little  to  oppofe  to 
it’s  moft  virulent  operation  but  pow¬ 
erful  acids,  ftyptics,  and  not  only 
free  ventilating  air,  but,  perhaps,  the 
ftrongeft  potential  cold  we  can  gene¬ 
rate  and  apply.” 

Thus,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  it  ap¬ 
pears,  beyond  all  difpute,  that  the 
Prifoner  at  the  bar  is  fo  far  from  hav¬ 
ing  preferved  the  lives  of  his  Majefty’s 
liege  fubje&s,  by  fecret  medicines  and 
modes  of  practice  unknown  to  the  fa¬ 
culty  in  general,  that  all  his  medi¬ 
cines 
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cines  have  been  generally  prefcribed, 
and  every  article  of  his  procefs  either 
pradtifed  or  recommended  by  a  great 
variety  of  authors,  vvhofe  works  are 
univerfally  ftudied. 

Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  I  make  no 
doubt  but  you  are  perfectly  convinced 
that  the  Prifoner  is  guiltlefs  of  the 
crimes  fpecified  in  the  indidtment. 
But  his  accufers,  not  fatished  with 
their  general  charge,  have,  in  the 
courfe  of  their  evidence,  endeavoured 
to  convidt  him  of  dealing  with  the 
Devil ;  they  have  endeavoured  to 
prove  him  guilty  of  witchcraft  ; 
they  have  endeavoured  to  make  you 
believe,  that,  by  means  of  a  certain 
medicine,  and  a  magic  circle  drawn 
with  a  pen  round  the  puftules,  with 
the  addition  of  a  prayer  repeated 
(backwards  I  fuppofe)  by  his  officiat¬ 
ing  clergyman  ;  I  fay,  they  have  en¬ 
deavoured  to  perfuade  you,  that,  by 
the  help  of  the  black  art,  he  is  able  to 
make  the  puftules  retire  at  the  word 
of  command.  But,  gentlemen  of  the 
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•jury,  I  beg  you  will  remember,  that 
Dr.  Dimfdale<  has  dearly  explained 
this  matter  ;  "he  told  you,  That  thefe 
fuppofed  puftules  were  nothing  more 
than  a  ralh,  which  frequently  ac¬ 
companies  the  fmall-pox,  and  which 
naturally  retires  of  it’s  own  accord, 
without  the  affiftance  of  the  black  art, 
and,  Gonfequently,  that  the  Prifoner 
at  the  bar  is  no  conjurer. 

Counf.  for  the  Cr.  Mr.  Prefident, 
and  you  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  it  is 
now  late,  and  you  mull  neceffarily 
be  fatigued  by  your  dole  attention  to 
a  long  tryal.  I  fhall  not,  therefore, 
trefpafs  on  your  patience,  by  a  circum- 
ftantial  reply  to  the  elaborate  ipeech 
which  you  have  juft  heard  ;  I  fhall 
only  intreat  you  to  recoiled;  the  tenor 
of  our  mdidment,  and  the  politive 
evidence  by  which  it  hath  been  prov¬ 
ed.  You  have  too  much  underftand- 
ing  to  be  improperly  biaffed  by  fine 
Speeches,  and  too  much  integrity  not 
to  determine  a  caufe  of  fuch  impor¬ 
tance  according  to  the  laws  of  juft  ice 
and  equity,  Prefident . 
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Prejiclent .  Gentlemfen  of  the  jury, 
Daniel  Sutton,  the  Prifoner  at  the 
bar,  is  indided  for  the  high  crime  of 
preferving  the  lives  of  his  Maiefty’s 
liege  fubjeds,  by  inoculating,  or  cauf- 
ing  to  be  inoculated,  twenty  thou- 
fand  perfons,  in  the  fpace  of  three 
years,  and  by  fecret  medicines  and. 
modes  of  pradice  unknown  to  this 
College,  and  to  all  other  praditioners. 

The  fir  ft  witnefs  produced,  in  fup- 
port  of  this  heavy  charge,  was  Air. 
Robert  Houlton,  who  fwears  poii- 
tively  as  to  the  number  of  perfons 
inoculated,  and  tells  you  he  had 
his  information  from  the  Prifoner’s 
own  books.  He  is  no  lefs  pofitive  on 
the  article  of  fecret  medicines,  by 
means  of  which  the  Prifoner  has  a 
power,  unknown  to  the  faculty,  of 
caufing  the  puftules  to  difappear  at 
pleafure. 

Dr.  Baker,  the  fecond  witnefs, 
gave  you  a  clear  account  of  the  Pri¬ 
foner’s  general  pradice,  but  as  he  re¬ 
lated  nothing  of  his  own  proper  know- 
4  ledge, 
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ledge,  his  evidence,  in.  law,  proves 
nothing  againft  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar. 

Mr.  Chandler,  the  third  witnefs 
againft  the  Prifoner,  relates  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  one  of  liis  accomplices,  by 
whofe  means  many  have  been  pre- 
ferved ;  and  he  likewife  told  you,  that 
the  compofition  of  the  medicines  is 
not  known. 

Thefe  are  all  the  evidence  produced 
in  fupport  of  the  indictment.  We. 
come  now  to  thofe  that  have  been  ex¬ 
amined  .in  behalf  of  the  Prifoner :  the 
firft  of  which  was  Dr.  Rufton,  who, 
by  the  refult  of  a  courfe  of  chemical 
experiments,  has  difeovered  the  com¬ 
pofition  of  thefe  fecret  medicines ; 
confequently,  at  the  time  when  this 
indieftment  was  laid,  they  were  not  fe¬ 
cret  medicines.  This  witnefs  like¬ 
wife  informsyou,  that  mercury,  which 
appears  to  have  been  the  chief  ingre¬ 
dient,  hath  been  long  ,in  ufe,  efpe- 
cially  in  America,  as  a  preparative  to 
inoculation.  He  told  you  alfo,  that 

the  regimen  preferibed  by  the  Ame¬ 
rican 
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rican  phyflcians  was  very  flmilar  to 
that  of  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar,  and 
that  he  himfelf,  purfuing  the  fame 
general  plan,  has  been  no  lefs  fuccefs- 
ful  than  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar ;  and 
he  concludes  with  declaring,  that  he 
does  not  believe  him  pofiefled  of  any 
fecret  to  which  his  fuccefs  can  be  at¬ 
tributed. 

The  Counfel  for  the  Prifoner  then 
recalled  Dr.  Baker,  who  declared, 
that  preparing  perfons  for  inoculation 
with  calomel,  and  other  purgative 
medicines,  is  a  common  practice; 
that  the  fuccefs,  afcribed  to  the  Pri¬ 
foner,  is  not  owing  to  any  peculiar 
virtue  in  his  medicines,  but  chiefly 
to  the  free  ufe  of  cold  air;  and  that 
this  part  of  his  practice  is  now  very 
general,  and  not  his  own  invention. 

The  next  witnefs  was  Dr.  Kirkpa-  - 
trick;  who  teftifies,  that  for  many  years 
paft  he  hath  been  accuftomed  to  pre¬ 
pare  his  patients  in  a  manner  very  fimi- 
lar  to  that  of  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar. 
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Dr.  Gale  informed  you,  that  he  al¬ 
ways  prepared  his  patients  with  calomel. 

Dr.  Gatti  told  you,  that  he  paid  lit¬ 
tle  regard  to  preparation,  becaufe  the 
people  in  the  Levant  are  fuccefsful 
without  it. 

Mr.  Chandler,  who  had  already 
been  examined  by  the  Counlel  againft 
the  Prifoner,  being  recalled,  gives  it 
as  his  opinion  that  the  fuccefs  of  this 
Suttonian  pra&ice  is  owing  entirely  to 
the  manner  of  communicating  the  in- 
fedion,  which,  as  it  is  performed 
openly,  can  be  no  fecret. 

The  next  witnefs  was  Dr.  Glals, 
who  informed  the  Court  that  there  is 
a  certain  operator  in  Somerfetlhire, 
who  without  any  preparation  at  all 
hath  inoculated  feventeen  hundred 
with  the  lofs  of  two  patients  only. 
Being  alked  his  opinion  as  to  the  caufe 
of  the  fuccefs  of  this  new  method, 
as  it  is  called,  he  told  you,  that  he 
believed  it  to  be  principally  owing  to 
the  exhibition  of  fudorific  medicines 
during  the  eruptive  fever. 

.  Dr, 
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Dr.  Dimfdale  depofed,  that  he 
hath  praftifed  inoculation  in  a  very 
extenlive  manner  for  twenty  years 
paft  without  the  lofs  of  a  patient ;  that 
his  practice  is  very  fimilar  to  that  of 
the  Prifoner  at  the  bar ;  but  that  he 
has  often  inoculated  without  any  pre¬ 
paration,  and  with  equal  fuccefs ;  and 
that  he  afcribes  his  fuccefs  chiefly  to 
the  cool  regimen,  and  to  his  method 
of  communicating  the  infection  with 
recent  fluid  matter. 

The  laft  witnefs  called  was  Mr. 
Monthly  Review,  who  fpoke  to  the 
character  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Houlton, 
on  the  credit  of  whofe  teftimony 
the  fate  of  the  Prifoner  at  the  bar  al- 
moft  entirely  depends. 

Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  having  thus 
briefly  fummed  up  the  evidence  on 
both  fides,  intentionally  negle&ing 
to  animadvert  as  I  went  along,  I  fhali 
now  endeavour,  as  far  as  I  am  able, 
to  ftate  this  complicated  affair  in  fuch 
a  manner,  as  to  reduce  it  to  a  few 
Ample  queftions ;  and  if,  after  all, 

K  it 


it  fhould  appear,  that  what  hath  been 
depofed  be  infufficient  to  explain  the 
great  myftery,  I  ffiall  think  it  my  duty, 
for  the  fake  of  truth,  and  in  juftice  to 
the  Prifoner  at  the  bar,  to  give  you 
as  much  of  my  own  opinion  as  may 
be  neceflary  to  lead  you  to  an  equita¬ 
ble  determination. 

Fir  ft,  then,  I  muft  obferve  to  you, 
that  the  part  of  the  indidhnent,  which 
accufes  the  Prifoner,  in  general,  of  pre- 
ferving  the  lives  of  the  King’s  fubjedfts, 
depends  entirely  on  the  depofttion  of 
Mr.  Robert  Houlton  ;  for  though  the 
evidence  of  Dr.  Baker,  and  Mr. 
Chandler,  may,  in  fome  degree,  corro¬ 
borate  his  teftimony,  yet  they  are,  of 
themfelves,  infufficient.  Some  regard 
is  certainly  due  to  Mr.  Houlton’s  fa- 
cred  function ;  but  if  you  believe  the 
gentleman  who  fpoke  to  his  character ; 
if  you  view  him  in  the  light  of  a 
mere  noftruin-puffer ,  a  Merry-Andrew 
to  the  ft  age-itinerant ;  in  that  cafe,  you 
are  not  only  to  difregard  his  function, 
but  the  whole  of  his  evidence.  But, 
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in  juftice  to  the  Prifoner,  I  muft  far¬ 
ther  obferve,  that  though  you  were  to 
admit  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Houlton  in 
full  force  and  virtue;  yet,  as  it  hath 
been  very  fufficiently  proved,  that 
there  are  a  conliderable  number  of 
operators,  who  are  equally  guilty  of 
preferving  the  lives  of  the  King’s  fub- 
jedts,  you  will  doubtlefs  confider  this 
as  a  malicious  profecution,  and  on 
that  account  alone  you  will  be  jufti- 
fied  in  acquitting  the  Prifoner:  for 
though,  in  general,  to  lin  with  a  mul¬ 
titude  be  no  excufe,  yet  the  nature 
of  this  offence  is  fuch,  that  unlefs  he 
be  found  fingularly  guilty,  he  is 
hardly  guilty  at  all. 

But  he  is  likewife  accufed  of  admi- 
niftering  medicines,  the  compofition 
of  which  is  unknown  to  the  faculty 
in  general.  In  anfwer  to  this  charge, 
Dr.  Ruflon  hath  demonftrated,  that 
calomel  is  the  principal  ingredient, 
and  feveral  other  witnefles  have  de- 
pofed,  that  calomel  hath  long  been 
an  univerfal  medicine  on  thefe  occafi- 
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fions.  Of  this  part  of  the  indid- 
ment  therefore  the  Prifoner  ftands 
fairly  acquitted. 

As  to  what  relates  to  the  other  part 
oi'  his  pradice,  after  the  evidence  you 
have  heard,  you  can  have  no  doubt,  that 
he  cannot  with  the  leaf!;  appearance 
of  juftice  be  accufed  of  Angularity,  as 
his  cold  regimen,  his  mode  of  prepa¬ 
ration,  and  method  of  communicat¬ 
ing  the  difeafe,  are  at  this  time  ex~ 
adly  Amilar  to  the  pradice  of  almoff 
every  other  inoculator  in  this  king¬ 
dom. 

But  admitting;  that  you  are  fatisAed 
of  the  reality  of  his  great  fuccefs  in 
the  pradice  of  inoculation,  a  natural 
queftion  will  arife,  namely,  to  what 
particular  circumftance  is  that  fuccefs 
to  be  attributed  ?  Before  we  attempt 
to  folve  this  problem,  let  us  Arft  re¬ 
coiled  the  feveral  opinions  of  thofe 
who  have  been  examined  relative  to 
this  matter. 

Mr.  Houlton’s  opinion  was,  that  it 
is  owing  to  certain  fecrets  in  the 

art ; 
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art ;  but  it  hath  plainly  appeared  in 
the  courfe  of  our  proceedings  that  no 
fuch  fecrets  exift.  ! 

Dr.  Baker  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
fuccefs  is  principally  to  be  afcribed  to 
the  free  ufe  of  cold  air ;  but  in  an- 
fwer  to  this,  I  muft  obferve,  that 
there  have  been  cafes,  particularly  one 
related  by  Dr.  Glafs,  in  his  late  pam¬ 
phlet,  in  which  this  was  found  infuf- 
ficient. 

Mr.  Chandler  attributes  it  to  the 
practice  of  communicating  the  difor- 
der  with  crude  lymph;  but  Dr.  Dimf- 
dale  informed  you,  from  long  expe¬ 
rience,  that  the  mode  of  communica¬ 
tion  is  a  matter  of  indifference. 

Dr.  Glafs  afcribes  it  to  the  effect  of  fu- 
dorifics,  adminiftred  at  the  period  of 
eruption;  but  Mr.  Ghandler  told  you, 
that  the  Suttonian  practice  requires  no 
fuch  effe&from  the  medicines;  and  Dr. 
Dimfdale  purfues  a  contrary  method. 

As  to  preparation,  it  evidently  ap¬ 
pears  from  the  Levant  practice,  from 
that  of  the  Somerfetfhire  operator, 

and 
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and  from  Dr.  Dimfdale’s  confefiion, 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  much  lefs  im¬ 
portance  than  hath  generally  been 
fuppofed  ;  or  rather,  it  appears  to  be 
of  no  importance  at  all.  Neverthe- 
lefs,  we  are  obliged  to  acknowledge, 
that  fewer  patients  have  died  under 
inoculation  within  thofe  few  years, 
than  formerly,  when  the  praftice  was 
in  its  infancy.  It  fhould  therefore 
feem  natural  to  conclude,  that  fome 
conliderable  improvement  has  been 
made  ;  but  the  nature  of  this  im¬ 
provement  appears,  from  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  this  day,  to  be  yet  in  nubibus. 
That  this  new  method  of  inoculation 
hath  been  amazingly  fuccefsful,  is  be¬ 
yond  all  contradi&ion  ;  but  that  this 
fuccefs  is  not  confined  to  the  Prifoner 
at  the  bar,  is  equally  indifputable. 
None  of  our  patients  die.  The  fuc¬ 
cefs  is  univerfal.  Whether  we  prepare 
our  patients  or  not ;  whether  we  give 
them  mercury,  or  no  mercury  ;  whe¬ 
ther  we  inoculate  with  crude  lymph, 
or  with  matter  ultimately  variolated ; 

whether 
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whether  we  fweat  them  in  the  erup¬ 
tive  fever,  or  fend  them  into  the  cold 
air;  in  fhort,  let  us  proceed  as  we; 
will,  to  kill  a  patient  by  inoculation, 
feems  to  be  out  of  our  power. 

From  thefe  data^  I  think,  you  may 
rationally  conclude,  that  the  Prifoner 
himfelf  is  totally  ignorant  of  the  real 
caufe  of  his  fuccefsful  practice ;  and 
if  you  are  of  that  opinion,  this  being 
a  Court  of  equity,  you  rauft  necefia- 
rily  acquit  him  of  the  crimes  laid  to 
his  charge.  But  as  judge  of  this 
Court,  for  the  fake  of  truth,  and  the 
more  effe&ually  to  exculpate  the  Pri¬ 
foner  at  the  bar,  I  fhall  now  endea¬ 
vour  to  explain  this  myfterious  affair. 

The  fmall-pox  hath  been  generally 
ranked  among  inflammatory  difeafes, 
and  certainly  with  propriety,  if  we 
coniider  it  only  in  it’s  firft  ftage ;  but 
that,  in  it’s  natural  progrefs,  it  be¬ 
comes  a  putrid  diforder,  is  indifputa- 
bly  true.  Let  us  now  fuppofe  a  num¬ 
ber  of  patients  ill  of  a  malignant  pu¬ 
trid 
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trid  difeafe,  the  jail  fever  for  inftance. 
Let  us  fuppofe  thefe  unhappy  beings 
pent  up  in  the  clofe  ward  of  an  hofoi- 
tal,  fwallowing  hot  medicines,  and 
denied  the  ufe  of  frefh  air.  In  fuch 
a  ftate  the  difeafe  would  certainly  ex¬ 
ert  it’s  utmoft  virulence,  and  very  few 
of  the  patients  would  recover.  Let 
us  farther  fuppofe  a  number '  of  pa¬ 
tients,  in  a  contiguous  ward,  receiving 
the  infection  from  the  others ;  but 
let  us  imagine  their  medicines  lefs  in¬ 
flammatory,  and  the  air  lefs  confined: 
is  there  a  phyfician  here  prefent,  who 
has  the  lead:  doubt  that  the  diford er, 
in  this  cafe,  would  be  lefs  malignant 
and  lefs  fatal  ?  Let  us  yet  farther  fup¬ 
pofe  a  third  ward,  contiguous  to  the 
fecond,  and  the  patients,  infected 
from  the  fecond  ward,  treated  more 
on  the  anti-phlogiftic  and  antileptic 
plan,  and  particularly  indulged  with 
frefh  air :  fuch  patients,  I  fay,  hav¬ 
ing  caught  a  milder  difeafe,  and  be¬ 
ing  more  rationally  treated,  would 
more  generally  efcape.  But  if  we 

carry 
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carry  our  fuppofition  ftill  farther,  as 
we  gradually  recede  from  the  firft 
ward,  we  fhall  find,  by  a  parity  of  rea- 
foning,  that  the  difeafe  will  at  lafl: 
retain  no  more  of  it’s  original  malig¬ 
nity,  than  is  barely  fufficient  to  com¬ 
municate  the  infedtion.  The  difor- 
der  will  now  afl’ume  fo  mild  an  af- 
pedt  as  hardly  to  appear  of  the  fame 
genus  with  that  from  which  it  origin¬ 
ally  Iprung. 

What  hath  been  faid  of  the  jail 
fever,  will  evidently  apply  to  the 
fmall-pox,  We  Europeans  received 
it  a  malignant,  a  fatal  difeafe  ;  the  fa¬ 
tality  and  malignancy  of  which,  by 
the  general  practice  of  nurfes,  and, 
indeed,  of  moft  phyficians,  hath, 
perhaps,  been  rather  increafed  than 
diminifhed  :  for,  if  an  infectious  dif¬ 
eafe  may  be  rendered  more  mild  by 
judicious  treatment,  it  is  no  lefs  cer¬ 
tain,  that  a  mild  diforder  may,  by  a 
feries  of  improprieties,  be  gradually 
raifed  to  fuch  a  height  of  virulence, 
as  to  affume  a  new  afpedt,  and  ex- 
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Mbit  phenomena  fo  different  from 
thofe  of  it’s  parent  difeafe,  that,  in 
the  end,  it  will  conftitute  a  new 
genus.  If  this  be  admitted  as  a  pof- 
ilbility,  perhaps  it  might  be  no  diffi¬ 
cult  matter  to  trace  many  of  our  dis¬ 
orders  to  their  origin,  and  to  prove, 
that  a  confiderable  number  are  of  our 
own  creation  ;  they  are  the  offspring 
of  medicine,  the  children  of  dulnefs 
or  chimera,  begotten  upon  old  wo¬ 
men. 

The  fmall-pox,  by  a  treatment  di¬ 
ametrically  oppofite  to  that  which 
reafon,  and  a  perfed  knowledge  of 
the  nature  of  the  difeafe,  would  have 
dictated,  hath,  through  a  feries  of 
many  ages,  preferved  all  the  virulence 
with  which  it  firft  burffc  into  Europe. 
But  experience  hath  taught  us,  that, 
when  produced  by  inoculation,  it  is 
much  lefs  fatal.  Why  ?  Is  it  becaufe 
thofe  that  are  inoculated  are  previ- 
oufly  prepared  ?  No :  that  is  a  very 
infufficient  reafon ;  for  you  have 
Heard ,  that,  in  the  Levant,  prepara¬ 
tion 
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tion  is  difregarded  $  and  alfo,  that 
fome  of  the  moft  fuccefsful  operators 
in  this  nation  think  it  of  little  im¬ 
portance.  We  muff  therefore  fearch 
for  another  caufe  ;  to  the  difcovery  of 
which  let  us  confider,  in  what  refped: 
the  communication  by  inoculation 
differs  from  that  in  the  natural  way. 
In  the  latter  cafe  the  variolous  miaf- 
mata  are  conveyed  into  the  body  either 
with  the  air  into  the  lungs,  or  with 
the  faliva  into  the  ftomach  :  in  the 
former,  it  is  received  into  the  lyftem 
by  means  of  the  lymphatic  veffels 
which  are  diftributed  over  the  furface 
of  the  body.  There  is  yet  another 
difference,  perhaps  a  very  effential 
one,  namely,  that  in  the  natural  in¬ 
fection,  it  is  communicated  by  volatile 
particles,  which  probably  may  be  in 
their  nature  more  virulent  than  thofe 
which  are  fixed.  For  my  own  part, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  the  fmall-pox  is 
a  difeafe  of  the  lymphatic  fyfiem  only, 
and  my  opinion  feems  to  be  confirm¬ 
ed  by  the  impoffibility  of  communi- 
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eating  the  infe&ion  by  inoculating 
with  the  blood.  Be  this  as  it  may, 
it  is  indifputably  true,  that  the  crude 
lymph  is  fufficient  to  give  the  infec¬ 
tion,  and  that  there  is  no  neceflky  to 
draw  blood  at  the  time  of  incifion. 
Add  to  this,  the  frequent  tumour  of 
the  lymphatic  glands  in  the  axilla 
foon  after  the  operation. 

From  thefe  premifes,  it  fee  ms  ra¬ 
tional  to  conclude,  that  the  general 
fuccefs  of  inoculation  is  chiefly  to  fie 
attributed  to  our  mixing  the  fixed  va¬ 
riolous  ferment  with  the  lymph  on  the 
furface  of  the  body,  by  which  means 
the  vifeera,  moft  efiential  to  our  ex- 
iftence,  are  lefs  arFedted,  and  the  poi- 
fon  rendered  lefs  virulent  by  dilution. 
But  the  wonderful  fuccefs  of  the  pre- 
fent  practice  of  inoculation  remains 
yet  to  be  accounted  for. 

I  have  told  you,  that  the  mod 
malignant  difeafes  may  be  rendered 
lefs  malignant  by  proper  treatment. 
The  malignancy  of  t  le  final  1-pox  hath 
been-confiderably  abated  by  inocula- 
4  tion, 
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tfon,  and  that  malignancy  hath  been 
ftill  farther  diminilhed  by  the  gradual 
introdudion  of  the  antiphlogiftic 
and  antifeptic  plan.  So  that  in  all 
places  where  inoculation  hath  been 
long  pradiled,  and  the  patients  thus 
treated)  the  fmall-pox  will  natur¬ 
ally  become  a  mild  diforder,  and 
the  ignorant  operators  themfelves  will 
be  furprifed  at  their  unexpeded  fuc- 

cefs.  .  *  t 

This,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  I 

conceive  to  be  a  true  picture  of  the 
prefent  ftate  of  inoculation  in  thefe 
kingdoms.  You  will  now  lay  your 
heads  together,  and  weigh  well  the 
evidence  you  have  heard.  If  you 
are  of  opinion  that  the  articles  of  the 
indictment  have  been  fufficiently  prov¬ 
ed;  that  the  Prifoner  hath  in  an  efpe- 
cial  manner  preferved  the  lives  of  his 
Majefty’s  liege  fubjeds,  by  fecret  me¬ 
dicines  and  modes  of  pradice  un- 
known  to  all  other  practitioners,  you 
will  then  find  him  guilty.  Ir  on  the 

contrary,  you  think  that  thefe  things 

are 


are  not  true,  and  that  this  is  a  mali¬ 
cious  profecution,  you  will  in  that 
cale  acquit  him. 

The  jury  having  laid  their  heads  to¬ 
gether. ,  without  going  out  of  Court , 
were  called  over ,  and  anfwered  to  their 
names, 

CL  of  the  Cr.  Gentlemen  of  the 
ju*y,  are  you  agreed  in  your  verdid  > 

Jury.  Yes. 

CL  of  the  Cr.  W.Ko  £hall  jay  for 
you  t 

Jury .  Our  foreman. 

CL  of  the  Cr,  Daniel  Sutton,  hold 
up  your  hand.  You  of  the  jury,  look 
upon  the  Prifoner.  How  fay  you  ? 
Is  Daniel  Sutton  guilty  of  the  high 
crimes  and  mifdemeanors  of  which 
he  Hands  indided,  or  not  guilty  ? 

Jury.  Not  guilty. 

#  The  Prifoner  was  acquitted,  and 
difcharged  accordingly. 
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